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PREFACE. 



The author cl Tclk&ffiyauf may be said, for all practical 
purposes, to be die father of grammatical theories in Tamil 
Language, since the works of his teacher Agasiya and of 
Agastya's eleven other disciples are net new available, Tamil 
Grammatical Theories have proceeded, alonjj two tines of 
development. One may be characterised da a progressive ]in-e 
and the other, ;l zigzag One. On the One hand, new theories came 
to he propounded and old theories came to be readjusted by 
grammarians, like the authors of Viratdliyam, Nann«i t PiraySka- 
viv£k&m r [{QAJtanavilak&itu, etc., in Ihc light of 

COntCIJj porary tendencies in kkralure and the inevitable changes 
brought on by usage. On the Other hand, thcie appear In have 
hern Iwo schools of thought ol an entirely different nature which 
have, by their influence, dragged Ehe progress of grammatical 
theories along a rigzag course, Tolfcappiyanar belonged to one 
Of then] and line author of Viracttliyatn represented (be other. 
And among the later grammarians there is observable an interest- 
ing rhythmic oscillation of views between these two opposite 
schools. AlfFFfi*fLiffiHi and niil which succeeded Viracaliyam 
switched back to Tolkippiyauar's view-point, White Piray&ka- 
vive&am which forms the next important contribution reverted to 
pirarifliyAm school- The more recent grammatical works tend 
to converge towards To] IdppiyanLr' s school. 

Probably for the: first time, an attempt will now he made- to 
present grammatical theories in Tamil Language in a historical 
sefling and to examine how tar they were influenced by the cor- 
responding theories in Sanskrit grammatical literature. Thii 
diesis cm bodies the result of my ill dependent work in the sphere 
of Tamil Grammatical literature. It may also incidenLallv enable 
One to appreciate the value of TiMkiippiyiUn in any endeavour to 
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account for several interesting grammatical categories in Tamil 
from the sijin dpoant i/f modern linguistic history, I n. its prepara- 
tion Tor the press, I have bad the advantage of rising tlic sugges- 
tions made by the examiners who valued the thesis submitted 
by me. 

Attention is solicited, in particular T to the following portion 
of my thesis, in which wilt he found embodied sucli suggestions 
and ideas as l mny claim to he original in the sense that they 
were arrived at through my independent study and investigalion 
since l9S5 f and that they are set forth by me for lhe first time, mo 
far as I know. 

1. The real nature of uricco! according to Tolkippiy an ar. 

Vide pj>. 199 to 203, 

2« The final element in the inti eel in able participle ferrite 
kdu> aeail, »>b', Vide pp. 150 to 153. 

3. Hew which was Ibe pluralising particle only of 

a&rinai nouns in Lhe ancient period came to he tisi-d in (he verbs 

of uyariixai also. Vide p, 364. 

4. The possible explanation from !bc literary evidence of 

the metamorphosis of the snrient an (the thlrd-case-suffixj rind ,» 
{the fiftll-case-Sultix} into <ii and i! respcelivejy in Ihc later 
periods. Vide pp. 115 and 1 1 6. 

5. The explanation regarding the origin of *a T lhe siatb- 

case -suffix Videp. ltd, 

6. The posable origin of hi' in the participles ceytittfA and 

te yto- Vide p. 1S6. 

1. H i&iory Of the metamorphosis of trip (2nd personal pq o- 
nOun Singular base of the ancient period} to im of the later 
periods from literary evidence. 1 tide pp, 132 and 1 33, 

8, Probable origin of the gerunds ending in pthj, vAn, 

P&kku. and ndiili in the later periods. Vide pp. 143 and 194, 

9, The possibility of Tolkappsyanar having had lor bis 
model the works noted below for (he sections noted against 
each: — 
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StcrmM; 



model: 



Si mi 1st sections in Priti- 
^khjas in general anti Rg- 
Vedn t-h atisakhya in particular. 

Vide pp. 41 anti 42 - t 61 to 64. 

Similar sections in Prati- 
sakhyas in general anti Tail* 
Ltriyi Prutisakhya jji parti- 
cular. Vide pp. 45 and 46. 

1st chapter in Yaska T s 
fi’irtikta. Vide pp. 197 & 198. 

2nd, 5 I'd and 4th Chapters 
in YSska’s Niratla. 

Vide pp. £01 and 202. 

10. The prnhable reason wily Toltijjpsyanar mentions that 
I here is no single teller having [Eirte matras. Vide pp. 34 to 36. 

11. Similarity between Tnl. E, 85 dealing; with origin of 
Speech sounds and ci-rja-n verses in Pisrir. i bili^a, Vide p. 6. 

12+ The ditierer.ce hot ween Sanskrit 2, ui f 0 and du and 
Tamil e, as t t? and tut . Fids pp. 28 to 31. 

13, The mite liability Of Dr. Caldwell's 'J’htrvry of Convert:- 

biEi!y of Surds and sonants in the ancitnt period O' Tamil Langu- 
age, Vide pp. 54 to 58. 

14. The union ability of Dr. Ga.]dwcL]'& idea re^rding the 
origin of Sanskrit Cerebrals ]— One oi the four points menttoned 
against tus view is the difference in the pronunciation of Tamil 
t and Hand Sanskrit t and ?_i at the Lime of Tolkappiyanar. 

Vide p p. 58 and 59, 

15. The nature of defiant at the time ol Tdkappiyanar. 

Vide p. 65. 

16, A critical examination of Dr. CaldweET? remark that 
cases in Tamil were arranged in imitation ol Sanskrit. 

Vide pp, 221 and 223. 



ftf) 1st & 2nd sections in 
Elitiljnlik&ram dealing 
with (he initial and final 
vowels and consonant^ 
and the medial con- 
sonants in Tami] words. 

(b) 3rd section in ElntlatixS- 
■retm dealing with I he 
place of production of 
£ n ft f e, i5, t, n r f, tn, etc. 

(r) / laiyiyal in Collatitaram. 



(dj Uviyiytil in Colialikamm, 
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17, That TnEkfippiyactar suggests the delinil ions of pHjar, 
rfn ai r Uettct'ti acid arteco! from Ihcir names; (he dilfcrence in the 
interpretation of t>L-e Efitras ToL Col, l9S f 2 *9 and 297, 

Vide pp. 142, 195 and 200. 

lfi. New interpretation in the construction of words in the 
following three types of sentences r-- 

(i) nnuipi pctipiriynn Vidt pp, 22 7 and 228, 

fia) takatHM accu irttm Fide pp. 22 and 22, 

(:ii) alaitofkariyai nrtvui:: iramum 

Vide pp. 229 and 230, 

19, New interpretation of the sutra Tol. Coi, 61 and the 

word vinai in Tol. Col, £12. ] ’ide pp. 22£; 142 f,n. 

20, Refutation (hat vowel consonants are not secondary 

EWnds, Vide p. Ifi T 

21 , How 1 lie authors of VirnCoTiyam and Perayoksvivefcacn 

did not view the Tamil grammatical theories through a proper 
perspective. Vtd« pp, 116; 165 to 167 ; 194; 204 and 205. 

AJ I the important Statements and conclusions in this ilicsis 
are adequately supported by appropriate iJIuslnLlionH from litera- 
ture and inscriptions and to some extent from the spoken 
language, Mott oi the relevant references are given in foot- 
notes. I have made an attempt (o use the decimal system iii [he 
arrangement of topics. J leave it to the readers to see how far 
ih:s helps to trace the evolution pf Tainil language and its 
grammar, 

folkappiyariar has not -dated much about accent ill Tamil. 
Had i| resembled a ddtta, anuddlLi, marikt, and praCaya as 
found in Vedic language, tie would surely have made mention of 
Ibem. It seems to me that (he later grammarians, have smuggled 
d u udatia , etc. inlo the Tamil grammatical system without 
any real support from the history of Tamil language. The accent 
liiitl is used at present differs for each group of districts. For 
instance, :n Trichi nopoty nandinga (corrupted form of I'arti-Tk&h 
receives Ihc. accent on the first syllable, but on n" in Madras. 
HeiiCC L have not included accent as one of Ihe topics in this 
thesis. 




My thanks we due Id Dr. R. Vaidyanathaswumi Aiyar, as, a., 
D, SC„ Header ill! MilhcwH^, University of Madras for having 
kindly translated for me into English the articles of Mr. J. Vinson 
found in Journal Asiatitjue arid to Prof- O. S, Surilia, f!,A, 0<f the 
Presidency College, Madras for having gone through the manu- 
script and given seme suggestions, I am deeply indebted to my 
Aeiiya MaMmabfipadhy^ya Vidylvieaspati Darsanakalinidbi 
Kulapali Prof. S. Kuppuswaml Sastriyar AvL, M.A., I.e.s,, for 
having been very kind to go through this hoot in Ihe manuscript 
and the proof Stages, i Lliant the Syndicate of the University 
of Madras for having permitted me lo publish the thesis at my 
cost and the aiathorilies o[ the Journal at Oriental Research far 
having readily relieved me of the burden by underbaking to 
publish it Ihemselves, 
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LITERATURE: 

Cankam Period : 

l. PtiTmi^nurh (MaljailV'lho- stanaa. and line P.N, 
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INTRODUCTION. 



IL i* my idea to present, in thi& thesis, the important gram* 
matical theories in Tamil Language available from the written 
works of Tamil Grammarians ;md modern Tani'l scholar in their 
historical setting and lEsezr relation ip the Grammatical literature 
m Sanskrit and to discuss them on their merits and in reference 
to the evidences that may be collected troni literary works and 
inscriptions, 

The Grammarians mentioned in Tamil Language nrez— - 

(1) AgiL-Htya with hi? twelve disci]] Its Toikuppiyiinar, Atan- 
kot^acailj Turalihkan, Cempntcey, Vaiytp i kag , Viiyppdyan, 
Pajjamparan, Kalarampnn, Avmayag^ Kafcfcilipatiniyan, Narrat- 
tan and Vdinanari who are said to have lived ill the pre-Christ* 
ian Era. 

(3) llatnpuronar otherwise known a? Uraiyaciriyar, pro- 
bably Of the 10th century, the earliest known commentator on 
To|kappijyam > the lesrrcd Ireatise on Tamil Grammar written by 
Tolkappiyanar. 

£o) Puttamitl irarar of the IHh century, the author of Vlra- 
cyhyain. 

£+) Penmtevsnir uf the nth OF 12th century the cUmmen- 
tritor on Vi race! ivam „ 

(S) Kurtavirapanhiar of Hit 13lh century, the author of 
Neminatam. 

fft) Pavananti Oi tile 13th century-, the author Of NurtniiJ, 
{7} Maydainitar, probably of the Klh cenlury, the earliest 
commentator an Nannuh 

{6) Cenavaraiyar, Teyvaccilaiyar and Naccinarkkiijiyar, the 
well-known commentators an ToJkapptyam (whose dates arc not 
exactly fcncwnj. 

(9) Cuppiramaniya-tiLLribu- of Ibn 17th century, (he author 
of Piravokavivekam. 
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(10) V3.itt5yanS.t4i-tecLk.it r of (.tie 1 7tli century, the author of 
j Ut k.n i a vi I akk ;i:n . 

(11) Cuvjiminiita-tecikar of the l7lh cemtury, tKc Author ol 
lUfekanatkjOttu. 

(12) Canfcaranauiacciv&y?ppu Invar ol die 17(li century, a 
commentator on Nn.nn.iiL 

(13) The Rev. C 4 j, Besghi of the iSih century, the Author 
of TCBEuivijaikain. 

(14) CLvanana-muyLvAr of the Ibth century, the author nf 
T bMppiyamiltflf ciifti lM V i rutt i anti I (a k ksill; iv i littka-C C lira V;l1 L 

(lfi) A few other commentators on TolkappJyam and 
N annul. 

Of them, Agastya and Ijlk. disciples except TcilkfippiyuniVr, 
Pan an] pi ran ir, Alan kot^can anti Avinayanlti are known to us 
only from stray references found in the works of others, Panum* 
pLifAniir has written the fi&yirtim irr Ihu introductory stanza in 
Tolhippiyam. There, it is mentioned, that Tolkfippi yam wa* 
written by TolkappiyaiLar after a cure! Uil .study of the earlier 
treatises on Tamil gruiimrr, on the model of Aiodra-Vya- 
karufiit, doling with the Tamil Language current both in liters* 
lure and usage from Timputi on the north to Cape Comorin on 
the south; and that it SKIS hrsL read in the court of a Pint iy an 
king for neeogniiior before the grammarian Atankdttacin. 
Mayiiainalarj in his commentary -on Narnul, mcntroria that 3 
treatise on Grammar was written by Ai/inayanar and it was OOm* 
menled upon by lr;ka*p-pavittira-p*pallsvafaraiyao. But neither 
the trentLEC nor (he commentary is avmlablt at present The 
earliest treatise on Grammar that is available 1LI present \ B only 
Tolfeappiyatn. The later treatises are Viracoliyam, Normal, lluk- 
feanavilakkanij Plraytikavlvekam, llakkmuikkoltu, Tonniilvilak* 
Jtam, Tolklppiyainmarcutiiiavirotti and ]kikk;ipAvjtokk;L*c*c<iri- 
vali. 

The author of Viraculiyam improves upon Tol ItSpptyam and 
mentions a few ponds with reference to the literature of his time 
which are not found in it. The author of Nannul has incorpo- 
rated almost all Iho^ cotdnined in Tclkappiyani and Viracdli- 
yum o milt mg a few, ad tied a few points in ore and has given 
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expression to them .its concisely 25 possible. In doing so he has 
not general tv fallowed the important principle observed by Tot- 
kappiyanar that one SUtra should have on]y (.'nr; I'idhPya Or 
logical predicate with reference to one 1 tddEfya OL' logical subject 
and this mars the beauty of hi* work, The author of llakfcajja- 
vilakkauij after making a critical study 01 Tolkappryam and 
Nannul r has selected sfitras from them both r given most of them 
as they axe found there and modi fieri the real a tittle. Hence he 
may be treated more as a commentator on Totkippiyam and 
Nannul than ail author or a separate treatise. Pirayolta- 
viveltam is a treatise by itseit where the author imports the tech- 
nical expressions and theories uf Sanskrit Grammar. The author 
of JJakkanakkolLii summarises .11 a lew sutras Lhe ideas contained 
in the works of his predecessors. Hence he may be taken as an 
author of a compendium rather than an independent wort, 

The author of TouRi'dviUkkani incorporates most of the 
sutras found in Namuif, but modifies them wherever he differs 
from il, But in commentary on tile same he has made very good 
use uF the literature available to him, 

TolkappiyamulaL-LuUiravintlti is an elaborate discussion on 
the first HUtrn, of Blutiatikarana of Tolkappiyam, where c he author 
avails himself of the opportunity to ctfscura the important views 
on Phonology and Accidence expressed by ToMppiyxtuirj bv 
his commentators Umiyiciriyar, C cnivaraiyar and Nacci nark- 
kin ivar, and the author ol ft annul, with (he aid of his ripe know- 
ledge both of Tamil and Sanskrit 

1 lakfcsi.tavilak kaccuravali is only a criticbm On the Views of 
the author of Haklttflavilakkam where he (fitters from the author 
of Nanncll. 

1 may also mention here that ToMppiyanar has worked out 
,1 beautiful Tamil Grammar on the models of Sanskrit Pralisakb- 
j, as , Yaska's Nirukta, Panini't Sik^a and Panim's Grammar or 
that of hb predecessors without doing the least violence to the 
genius of the Tamil f^anguage. It is also said by Panampiranar 
that he based his work on Arndra-Vyakaranai but tradition says 
that all the eight treatises on Sanskrit Grammar including Aindra 
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were ousted by Pipmi's A^adhyayi. The only reference which 
connects- Indra with Sanskrit Grammar is found in Pataojili's 
AJabShhasya where it is jsaid that He studied Sanskrit Grammar 
word by word under BrhuspaLi for HOOO ceics-tial years anil Was 
not able tD cpmpleje il, J 

There is striking correspondence Isetwetil Kiitantra and 
TaJkSppiyam in respect of arrangement of topics and use of tech- 
nical terms sech vibhakti = FefrntfTaij jftrgAa - nptif t hraxi'a-^ 
kttril etc. From this Dr. Burnell seems io infer that Tclkappi- 
yartar followed Kajanira and PratisakhyEis winch, according to 
him, represented the Aindra School, instead of Panting Grammar 
and also conjectures that Tolkappiyam may be assigned to the $th 
century after Christ. 11 But from inscriptiona! and other eviden- 
ces il ic generally believed lhai tEie works of Sajigam period 
ccmld not have been produced Jaier than 51 h century A, D, and 
SOLtlC of them like Purjinimurii and Patirruppatlu could be taken 
to the beginning of the Christian Bra, and Tolkippiyam is earlier 
than all of then], Consistently with tins widely prevalent 
belief, l( could hardly be held ihat ToJ kippiyanir had for hi-S 
model Ihe Kltantrs Grammar which l* said to belong to the 
tirs 1 century After Christ/ 

An attempt is made in tins thesis to show that Tolkjppiya- 
nai Adapted OOt only the Sanskrit Grammatical terms and Ihe 
arrangement but also many of the Sanskrit grammatical theories* 
For instance., his account of the origin of speech-sounds and the 
function of casc-suffixes is a close reproduction of what is found 
in old Sanskrit Gummin; while, however, in the treatment of 
compounds, and the initial and the final sounds of words, he 
appeals to have made certain altera; ions anil adaptations tc suit 
the requirements of Tamil language. On the Other hand, the 
Authors of V] racblijratn and Pirayokavivefcam have imitated 
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pin, ini '5 Grammar in declension, conjugation :i iiitl word- for mo- 
tion 10 Such an extent that they have completely distorted the 
penipective througEi which the linguistic phenomena of the 
Tamil Language should be analysed and evaluated. They have 
also Incorporated in tlien- works a dose translation ot Vnraraci's 
Karikia on Sans ltd! compounds, 

ll will also be s^en from the following pag<.~-, shat the other 
grammarians 1 1 be the aulhLTS of Nanni'tl and I UkkapaviUkbani 
have, in genera], followed Tolkappiyanar, though, lit: rd and there 
in the case of aocL-nt and tilnpctai, they agree with I he author 
of Viracdliyam. 

For the sake ui convenience, 1 have divided, in (his work 
the period from the Pre-Christian Era !o the present dav into 
three: — Ancient, Medieval and Modern, Ancient representing the 
period extending from ihe Pre-Christian Era to the 5lb Century 
A,D. (tc.) the end of Sang.mi Period, Medieval, the period irom 
the 6th century A.D. to the 14th erntury A. J J r and Modern, the 
period from She lath oenlury A.U. upto the present day, 
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1, i. How.spt&Ii~touirtls urn pn?Ai«d:“Tolk»ppiyAiiir sayh 
in the suira — ■ 

Vntt in a ini ii tHitulii-vali /Jjjfrf-/ 

Talaiyiutt mitaryiijn nciicinu uthiiUp 
Pali tt tti-itnUl wBvu fjiflJbftiHN 

w-ulappaUx v-entnurai uilaiyajj 
Crapjjni iHirippaia n Cth 

F.Uq. v-yluitiih caliuil Mliit'-j) 

Pirappi n -Siiaftt veru-vc r-tyala 
Tirappala^i lurixu)! £#{<1 y-ibrpj, (Tbl- L-u Sx} 
that air which starts tfo-ni ravet comes um us different spoedi- 
sounds by passing through t be dgtil parts — cheat, neck, head* 
hard palate, teeth, tongue* lips and nos*, and undergoing diffe- 
red modifications therein* This ]n more or less the translation 
of the following liar i of Pamni's Sik^at— 

jVfnpu^sJw-rtrSr car an mamlra% jrtfldyrfir . r . - * j yawm \ 

KaMht wQdfiyanditrayttgaui . , * , . . 

Jd fatn lttrttyasnvanam any am jSgattimtgam 

SujiirFifl milrdiittsahiiihato raktrautidpadya mdfniah \ 

VartidH janayatc „ 

^jforj SfAfludfli vartiuHciJii ru-cift laHlhtth Jirai-iaUid 

Jihvw&lanca daulftsm itdsikdsthdu ca itiltt ca \ 

ft may be noted lici e that jiitrata&lnin in translated ;ss 1 Jui H 
E)r tongue,, while it really means the root Of Ehe tongue* 

Resides ii is said in Pacini's Sit^i that ‘ fo ", when il is rn 
tonipany wish anyone of Lhe five nasals and four semi- vowels, 
i,5 1 chest-sOUnd ‘ but that, when it is alone, it iii gutturaL 

Cjt * Hakdraiii fwitcamairyuhtam tmiaslkdbkiica santyutam \ 
Vrasyam lam vij&nly&t dh.i( ratamyuiam | 

fP. t 16 . J 
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Though Tolkappivanar hag nut staled ' h ' among TaipiJ HOurtds^ 
he has mentioned the chest as one ut' Jhe Organs of speech pro- 
bably because i he air whith hnahy comes out as speech-sound 
passes thfOngb it. 

But the oilier graumnartans a mm IfaEnpiu'anar downwards 
have j tot correctly understood the significance ot the mention ot 
chest, neck and head. Uaiiipuninar says in his commentary on 
the Siitra — 

Ml' H tint piYufft tf^akki j trj 

CoUtya fwtli Mlaiyinti v -uyitmtn 

\Wkkitt wali-y-kiti ydffuTA-l (dijrintt. (Tut, E. (00 r ) 

where it is &;uri that the nasals have far their Cng^Li nt produc- 
tion nose also besides sheir respective organs of production, that 
tbe voiceless consonants are produced hy or the air 

when it pnMos through the head, and that die semt-vnwets are 
produced by witotru-iwli of the air when it passes through the 
reck. Tins statement of his is probably due to the fact that, of 
the eight oiga os mentioned by TuJhappipjjiir in Toh E„ S3, all 
but cltc-i r j meet: and head hive been mentioned as organs OE pro* 
Juciion in s Citrus £4- to LAO, But he does not swm to have noted 
Chat n pfirii Or chesl mentioned a i Tol. E. tij is left. Ou<. 

The :notthCn’ ol ViracoHyarri mentions the some eight organs’ 
as Tolkijfpiyanar, Imt dots nut say anything as Lbrnpfaranar docs 
about the places where vnlliHani, roe/ViyoiH and iitiiyinam arc 
produced. But his cunimenlalor Pemrrfievanif says that the 
voiceless consonant are produced! at the chest, ay tern i at the heni, 
voweEs and setni- vowels at the neck and the nasals at the nose,- 



J, <7 » i )'■ m Hi (i I ^Ivk Jt a nyi 'p-plrassf- tf?u man-tir w*VGt 

r -,■[■ ■■.■ ti CiiOTJtf' /nii Ait tn-iiF-r-ilNnjstti piif-t nin-ii i 
Mitniitm-iial-tiiL mal-i-y-aitifyp&Au tnuysXfi y-i^-tU 
V suin^iiikAla m-tlvtteTft H-afiwrar zanuiaFt, (V. L. Ei.) 

2. /jn.rf r.'.J, urtttYai vaiih i,:mjiwj, (frntfai katlaUai 

ujtrtiiti ilaiyiyyamuuti nmkJiiii mttfmnmtim, p&Yttht>sh!-i\ia<&- 
bulk,}. {V r C, (5, Comal.) 





